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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see Attachment: A, filed 12/04/2006, with respect to 
claims 1-16 has been fully considered and are persuasive. The previous rejection of 
claims 1-16 has been withdrawn. 

2. However, Applicants arguments with respect to claims 1-16 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. A new rejection 
under 35 USC 103 is presented in the following. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 5, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kotani et al. (USPN 6,247,131) in view of Tanaka. 

5. Regarding previously presented claim 1, see Kotani, 

A digital recording and reproducing apparatus which is capable of having a removable external memory 
mounted therein, for performing recording of recording data in the external memory and reproduction 
based on the recording data recorded in the external memory, the digital recording and reproducing 
apparatus (Col. 1, lines 12-19 and 47-56) comprising: 

an identification data-generating block (program (121), Col. 10, lines 34-38) that 
generates identification data (information (1320), Col. 10, lines 31-34) that identifies the external 
memory individually (contents (131), Col. 10, lines 23-30, wherein the external memory or 
memories are associated with a unique PC hardware configuration (Col. 8, lines 42- 
59)); 

an internal memory in which the identification data can be recorded (Fig. 1 , item 1 2); and 
a control block (program (121) that records the identification data in the external memory 
(Col. 10, lines 39-41) and said internal memory (Col. 10, lines 20-22) , and carries out 
identification data determination processing that determines, when mounting of the external memory is 
detected, whether or not the identification data recorded in the external memory and the identification 
data recorded in said internal memory are identical to each other, (Col. 1 0, lines 50-57) and to display 
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a message that notifies a different external memory has been mounted when the identification data are 
different from each other (Col. 10, lines 57-61). 

Kotani teaches the above features, and Kotani teaches that a user is issued a warning 
when the identification data is different (Col. 10, lines 50-61). However, Kotani does not 
specifically teach the display of a message that notifies the user that the identification 
data is different. 

Tanaka teaches a similar concept, wherein the goal is to protect copyrights in 
situations involving removable, external memory (Col. 2, line 6 - Col. 3, line 2). Tanaka 
teaches at least two different methods of protecting copyrights (Col. 6, lines 23-35 and. 
Col. 16, lines 1-57, teaches a Data Status Area in the RD field for protection, and Col. 7, 
lines 10-49 and Col. 13, lines 28-62, teaches a CIS field B). Tanaka teaches a display 
of a message when an error is found in the Data Status Error, and this prevents the file 
from being copied from an external memory to another memory (Col. 16, lines 48-53). 
One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would want to use a message 
for informing the user to the nature of the error, or warning, wherein a personal 
computer with various different programs, or tasks, can produce a variety of different 
warnings, or errors. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Kotani with Tanaka for the purpose of 
informing the user to the nature of the error. 

6. Regarding claim 2, the further limitation of claim 1 , see Tanaka, 

. . . wherein said control block records the identification data in both of the external memory and said 
internal memory before the recording data is recorded in the external memory. (Col. 7, lines 1 8-23). 

In the combination Tanaka teaches this feature. 
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7. Regarding claim 5 t the further limitation of claim 1 , see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 1 . Tanaka teaches that the identification data-generating block 
generates random numerical data (Col. 8, lines 21-29). 

8. Regarding claim 8, the further limitation of claim 2, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 2 and 5. Tanaka teaches the features of claims 2 and 5. 



9. Claims 3, 4, 9, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kotani and Tanaka as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of 
Kubo, U.S. Patent No. 6,631,427. 

10. Regarding claim 3, the further limitation of claim 2, see Tanaka, 

. . . wherein said control block carries out the identification data determination processing when the 
external memory is mounted after having been removed during recording of the recording data in the 
external memory, 

said control block continuing to record the recording data in the mounted external memory when the 
identification data recorded in the external memory and the identification data recorded in said internal 
memory are identical to each other, and 

carrying out predetermined error-handling processing when the identification data recorded in the external 
memory and the identification data recorded in said internal memory are different from each other. (Col. 
2, line 63 -Col. 3, line 2). 

The combination of Kotani and Tanaka teaches the predetermined error-handling in a 
memory system. The combination teaches that the identification data is compared to 
determine whether or not the data can be used. They do not teach the step of recording 
the data to the memory system. Kubo teaches the recording of digital data to a memory 
device (Col. 1 , lines 41-53). Kubo teaches that the discriminating means decide 
whether or not recording can be done on the memory. It would have been obvious for 
one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Kotani, Tanaka, and Kubo for 
the purpose of creating a protected removable data system. 



Application/Control Number: 09/910,849 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2615 

1 1 . Regarding claim 4, the further limitation of claim 2, 

... wherein said control block causes the recording data to be recorded in said internal memory when the 
external memory is removed during recording of the recording data in the external memory, carries out 
the identification data determination processing when the external memory is mounted, and records the 
recording data recorded in said internal memory in the mounted external memory when the identification 
data recorded in the external memory and the identification data recorded in said internal memory are 
identical to each other. 

The combination of Kotani and Tanaka teaches the features of claim 2, and teaches the 
identification data determination processing when the external memory is mounted. 
They do not teach the recording of data to an internal memory. Kubo teaches that the 
recording process records to the internal memory when the external memory is 
removed during recording (Col. 1 , lines 32-38 and lines 49-53). Kubo teaches that the 
recorded data in the internal memory is recorded to the external memory (Col. 6, lines 
40-45). 

1 2. Regarding claim 9, the further limitation of claim 3, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 3 and 5. The combination of Kotani, Tanaka, and Kubo teach 
these features. 

13. Regarding claim 10, the further limitation of claim 4, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 4 and 5. The combination of Kotani, Tanaka, and Kubo teach 
these features. 



14. Claims 6, 7, 11, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kotani and Tanaka as applied to claims 1 and 5 above, and further in 
view of Pawlowski et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,038,199 (hereinafter Pawlowski). 

1 5. Regarding claim 6, the further limitation of claim 1 , 
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... wherein the recording data is sound data, and wherein the digital recording and reproducing apparatus 
includes a sound signal input block for inputting an analog sound signal, a sound data generation block 
for generating the sound data by converting the analog sound signal to digital data and compressing the 
digital data, a sound signal generation block for decompressing the sound data recorded in the external 
memory to generate the digital data and converting the digital data to the analog sound signal, and an 
amplifier circuit for amplifying the converted analog sound signal to output the amplified sound signal. 

The combination of Kotani and Tanaka teaches the features of claim 1, however they do 
not teach the sound processing blocks as described by these limitations. Pawlowski 
teaches a portable digital audio recorder. The device has the sound signal input block 
(Fig. 3, unit 56), the sound data generation block, and the sound signal generation block 
(Fig. 3, units 52 and 54) for outputting an amplified signal (Fig. 3, unit 58) from an 
external memory (Fig. 3, unit 64). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine the teachings of Kotani, Tanaka, and Pawlowski for the purpose of 
creating protected audio works. 

16. Regarding claim 7, the further limitation of claim 5, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claim 6. Tanaka teaches the features of claim 5, and therefore the 
combination of Kotani, Tanaka, and Pawlowski teach the features of claim 7. 

1 7. Regarding claim 1 1 , the further limitation of claim 2, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 2 and 6. The combination of Kotani, Tanaka, and Pawlowski 
teach these features. 

18. Regarding claim 14, the further limitation of claim 8, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 6 and 8. The combination of Kotani, Tanaka, and Pawlowski 
teach these features. 
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19. Claims 12, 13, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the combination of Kotani, Tanaka, and Kubo as applied to claim 3 
above, and further in view of Pawlowski. 

20. Regarding claim 12, the further limitation of claim 3, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 3 and 6. The combination of Kotani, Tanaka, and Kubo teach the 
features of claim 3, however they do not teach the sound processing blocks as 
described by these limitations. Pawlowski teaches a portable digital audio device with 
these features. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to combine 
the teachings of Pawlowski with the combination of Kotani, Tanaka, and Kubo for the 
purpose of creating protected audio works. 

21. Regarding claim 13, the further limitation of claim 4, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 4 and 6. The combination of Kotani, Tanaka, Kubo, and 
Pawlowski teach these features. 

22. Regarding claim 15, the further limitation of claim 9, see the preceding argument 
with respect to claims 6 and 9. The combination of Kotani, Tanaka, Kubo, and 
Pawlowski teaches these features. 

23. Regarding claim 16, the further limitation of claim 10, see the preceding 
argument with respect to claims 6 and 10. The combination of Kotani, Tanaka, Kubo, 
and Pawlowski teaches these features. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel R. Sellers whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7528. The examiner can normally be reached Monday to Friday, 9am to 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Tran can be reached on (571)272-7564. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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